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••ahington, D.C. 20554

In re Application of

KaRTBA J. BUBI., et .1.,

For Construction Permit for a
New FM station on Channel 234A
In New Albany, Indiana

To: The Honorable Richard L. Sippel
Administrative Law Judge

COD..., IlO'l1011 '10 MODI'X PIOCIDQUL OATIS

staton cODUllunications, Inc. ("staton"), by its attorneys,

hereby moves the Presiding Judge to modify the procedural schedule

which is currently in effect. The proposed modification would not

affect the currently scheduled hearing date, but would

significantly compress the time between that date and the initial

exchange of written direct testimony. All parties, including the

Bureau, have consented to the proposed modification.. The parties-

applicant are all in agreement that the modification will serve the

public interest purposes noted below.

There are several compelling reasons for the proposed

modification. First, there have been a number of basic issues

added against every applicant in the proceeding since the

procedural schedule was first adopted. In the case of Brent,

issues were added as recently as last Thursday. Discovery on these
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issues is nowhere near completion, and parties are in the position

of having to prepare direct testimony without full discovery.

Second, there is considerable disagreement among the parties as to

whether the currently scheduled exhibit exchange date applies only

to comparative exhibits or to exhibits on the basic issues as well.

By deferring the exchange date, a clear and consolidated date will

apply to all direct testimony. Third, the parties are actively

•

engaged in settlement discussions. The need to prepare direct

testimony while at the same time pursuing discovery on these issues

has actually deterred the progress of settlement talks. Finally,

there will be no ultimate delay in the resolution of this

proceeding by the compression process proposed here.

The following schedule is proposed:

JUly 16, 1993

July 20, 1993

JUly 23, 1993

Exchange of all written direct
on both basic and comparative
issues and joint engineering.

witness notificatiQn.

Opposition to witness notifi
cation.

The August 3rd and August 10th admission session and hearing date

would remain as presently scheduled.

Because the current exchange date impends imminently,

staton, joined by the other parties, respectfully requests prompt

action on this request, with telephonic notification.
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McFadden, Evans , sill
1627 Eye street, N.W.
suite 810
Washington, D.C. 20006
(202) 293-0700

June 22, 1993
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By:

Respectfully sUbmitted,

STATON COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
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I, Sherry L. Schunemann, a secretary in the law firm of
McFadden, Evans & Sill, do hereby certify that true and correct
copies of the foregoing "Consent Motion to Modify Procedural Dates"
were mailed, this 22nddayofJune, 1993, by First Class u.S. Mail,
postage prepaid, to the following:

Honorable Richard L. Sippel
Administrative Law Judge
Federal Communications commission
2000 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

(Via Hand Delivery)

James Shook, Esquire
Hearing Branch, Enforcement Division
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

(Via Hand Delivery)

Morton I. Berfield, Esquire
John J. Schauble, Esquire
Cohen & Berfield, P.C.
1129 20th street, N.W., #507
Washington, D.C. 20036

(Counsel for Martha J. HUber)

John Wells King, Esquire
Henry A. Solomon, Esquire
Haley, Bader & Potts
4350 North Fairfax Drive
Arlington, Virginia 22203-1633

(Counsel for Rita Reyna Brent)

Ashton R. Hardy, Esquire
Bradford D. Carey, Esquire
Marjorie R. Esman, Esquire
Hardy & Carey
111 Veterans Boulevard, Suite 255
Metairie, Louisiana 70005

(Counsel for Midamerica Electronics
Service, Inc.)
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